CANNON - Appl. No. 09/759,527 

REMARKS 

Claims 1, 4 and 6-15 remain pending in the application. 



Finality of the Office Action 

The Office Action is indicated as being Final. The Finality of the 
Office Action is improper since raising a new grounds of objection not 
necessitated by amendments in the response filed February 19, 2004 that the 
Applicant has not had an opportunity to respond to under a non-Final Office 
Action. The Applicant respectfully requests that the Finality of the Office Action 
be withdrawn. 

Objection to the Specification 

The disclosure was objected to as allegedly containing an 
embedded hyperlink and/or other form of browser-executable code. 

The disclosure is amended herein to remove the hyperlink 
appearing on page 6. The Applicants respectfully request the objection to the 
specification be withdrawn. 

Objection to the Specification 

Claims 2 and 5 were objected to as allegedly containing 
informalities. In particular, the recited BLUETOOTH standard allegedly must 
specify a version or year. 

Claims 2 and 5 are canceled herein making the objection to claims 
2 and 5 now moot. 

Allowable Claims 12 and 15 

The Applicants thank the Examiner for the indication that claims 12 
and 15 are allowed. 
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Claims 4, 5, 7-11, 13 and 14 over Harris 

In the Office Action, claims 4, 5, 9-11, 13 and 14 were rejected 
under 35 USC 102(e) as allegedly being anticipated by U.S. Pat. No. 6,580,372 
to Harris ("Harris"), with claims 7 and 8 rejected under 35 USC 103(a) as 
allegedly being obvious over Harris. The Applicants respectfully traverse the 
rejection. 

Claim 5 is canceled herein, making the rejection of claim 5 now 

moot. 

Applicants herein swear behind Harris with an attached Affidavit 
under 37 C.F.R. 1.131 and an attached invention disclosure dated March 31, 
2000. The Applicants respectfully request the rejection of claims 4, 9-1 1 , 13 and 
14 under 35 USC 102(e) be withdrawn in view of Applicants' claim to an earlier 
date of invention. 

For at least all the above reasons, claims 4, 7-11, 14 and 14 are 
patentable over the prior art of record. It is therefore respectfully requested that 
the rejection be withdrawn. 

Claims 1, 2 and 6 over Harris in view of Vaisanen 

Claims 1, 2 and 6 were rejected under 35 USC 103(a) as allegedly 
being obvious over Harris in view of U.S. Pat. No. 6,560,443 to Vaisanen et al. 
("Vaisanen"). The Applicants respectfully traverse the rejection. 

Claim 2 is canceled herein, making the rejection of claim 2 now 

moot. 

As discussed above, Applicants herein swear behind Harris with an 
attached Affidavit under 37 C.F.R. 1.131 and an attached invention disclosure 
dated March 31, 2000. As the rejection of claims 1, 2 and 6 cannot stand on 
Vaisanen alone, the Applicants respectfully request the rejection of claims 1, 2 
and 6 under 35 USC 103(a) be withdrawn in view of Applicants' claim to an 
earlier date of invention. 

For at least all the above reasons, claims 1 and 6 are patentable 
over the prior art of record. It is therefore respectfully requested that the rejection 
be withdrawn. 



8 
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Conclusion 



All objections and rejections having been addressed, it is 



respectfully submitted that the subject application is in condition for allowance 
and a Notice to that effect is earnestly solicited. 



MANELLI denison & SELTER pllc 

2000 M Street, NW 
Suite 700 

Washington, DC 20036-3307 
TEL: (202)261-1020 
FAX: (202) 887-0336 



WHB/df 



Respectfully submitted, 




William H. Bollman 
Reg. No. 36,457 
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